CITY OF KENMORE
WASHINGTON

RESOLUTION NO. 13-217

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF KENMORE, WASHINGTON,
ADOPTING A SIDEWALK PROGRAM AND DIRECTING THE CITY
MANAGER TO IMPLEMENT SAID PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the City Council adopted a goal to “Establish a 20- to 30-Year Sidewalk
Plan” on January 21, 2012; and

WHEREAS, City Staff prepared a sidewalk program and distributed the final draft to
City Council for review and comment at the December 3, 2012, Council meeting; and

WHEREAS, City staff presented the final draft sidewalk program to City Council at the
April 15, 2013, Council meeting and received Council comments for consideration; and

WHEREAS, City staff made revisions to the sidewalk program on May 17, 2013, based
on Council feedback; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the proposed Sidewalk Program and desires
to adopt the same;

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KENMORE,
WASHINGTON, DOES RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Adoption. The City Council hereby approves and adopts the Kenmore
Sidewalk Program as set forth in Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated by reference.

Section 2. Implementing Plan. The City Council hereby authorizes and directs the City
Manager or his/her designee to implement the Sidewalk Program and bring back to Council all
ordinances necessary to incorporate said program into the City's Capital Improvement Program.

PASSED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KENMORE, WASHINGTON, AT A
REGULAR MEETING THERECF THIS 28th DAY OF May, 2013.

ATTEST/AUTHENTICATED:

Patty Safré'n, Ci%y (;/_l}rk
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Memorandum

Date: November 30, 2012
(Revised May 17, 2013)
(Revised Attachment B per Council Direction May 28, 2013)

To: Rob Karlinsey, City Manager

From: Kent Vaughan, Senior Civil Engineer
Kris Overleese, City Engineer

Subject: City Sidewalk Program

In 2012, City Council developed a goal to Establish a 20 - 30 Year Sidewalk Plan. To
create this plan, staff utilized previously compiled missing sidewalk segments and
evaluated the missing sidewalk segments utilizing criteria. Working towards Council's
goal, staff recommends a six-year project list horizon that matches the Capital
Improvement Program. The Sidewalk Plan list of projects would be revisited every two
years during the budget and capital improvement program adoption process.

Attached are six documents that comprise the City’s Sidewalk Program:

1) Attachment A: Sidewalk Priority Criteria developed by staff based on the
City’s Comprehensive Plan Transportation Element;

2) Attachment B: A matrix listing arterial street segments, staff's priority rankings
based on the Priority Criteria, and a planning level cost estimate to construct
sidewalk on one side of the street;

3) Attachment C: Unit Cost Estimate Scenarios A, B, and C based on existing
field conditions;

4) Attachment D: Federal, State, and Local Funding Sources;

5) Attachment E: Six year sidewalk implementation plan;

6) Attachment F: Vicinity Map of proposed sidewalk projects.

Sidewalk Policy Direction
The City’s policy direction to provide for sidewalks can be found in the Comprehensive

Plan, more specifically Comprehensive Plan Goal T-7: “Establish a Non-Motorized
Circulation System Linking Key Community Destinations.”

This Goal is found in the Transportation Element Chapter. It establishes the importance
of creating sidewalk and trail networks linking neighborhoods, the Downtown, and
community destinations. Policy T-7.1.1 establishes arterial sidewalk installation as the
top priority. The preferred pedestrian improvement is curb & gutter and minimum 5-foot
sidewalk with landscaped buffer. City’s Street Standards require a minimum 6.5-foot
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wide sidewalk on arterial streets when the curb is next to the traveled lane. To be
conservative, and reduce the possible need to acquire right-of-way, the planning level
cost estimates were developed for 6.5 foot wide sidewalks placed directly behind the
curb to reduce the sidewalk footprint.

Sidewalk Priority Criteria
Attachment A, Sidewalk Priority Criteria, were developed utilizing the guidance in the

Comprehensive Plan within goal T-7 above. The sidewalk priority criteria are listed
below:

Pedestrian safety;

Connection with community facilities and commercial centers;
Continuity (filling missing links);

Connection with transit routes and facilities;

Proximity to schools;

Public support.

These criteria were utilized to compare the arterials in Kenmore that do not have
sidewalks. The resulting comparison lists sidewalk segments and how they rate given
the criteria and is listed in Attachment B: Sidewalk Matrix Scoring.

Sidewalk Matrix Scoring
The Sidewalk Matrix lists the arterial segments within the City, each segment’s score

based on the Sidewalk Criteria, and planning level estimates of probable cost. Two of
the ranking criteria most critical to grant success were weighted by a factor of 2:
Proximity to schools and Continuity. Staff recommends that the sidewalk rankings be
used as a tool in selecting segments to pursue funding, but should not be set in stone.
Over time, things change and needs change. Staff believes that Council should have
the flexibility to choose sidewalk projects as they see fit provided the projects would
score favorably for funding.

Sidewalk Unit Costs

A planning level estimate of probable cost is not based on design plans. Itis an
estimated linear foot cost of sidewalk applied to a length of segment (linear foot cost x
linear feet of sidewalk = estimated cost). The planning level estimate of probable cost
includes survey, design, construction and construction management. It is assumed that
the sidewalk improvements can be constructed entirely within public right of way. The
linear foot cost for installing sidewalk often seems high. Sidewalk projects are often
challenging for the several reasons:

1812068" Ave NE - PO Box 82607 - Kenmore, WA 98028
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1) There are many unknowns and limited information available when
determining the project costs. There are no field surveys or designs to
reference and many assumptions are made to develop the estimates, which
result in high contingencies.

2) Staff aims to install the sidewalk in the “future” location based on the City's
long term vision for the roadway. This often requires road widening. If hilly
terrain conditions exist, retaining walls are often needed to cut into a hillside
or fill where the right of way drops off.

3) Installations of curb/gutter/sidewalk generate new impervious surfaces that
require storm water systems to satisfy newer development standards.

4) Utilities: power poles exist on roadway shoulders. When power poles require
relocation above ground in public right-of-way, utilities bear the cost.
However, in the downtown area, utility undergrounding is desired and the City
must share this cost with the utilities. Utility undergrounding costs were not
included in the planning level unit cost estimates.

Planning level unit costs were developed for three field condition scenarios shown in
Attachment C. The scenarios are as follows: A) arterial streets where only shoulder
exists ($700 per linear foot); B) arterial streets where shoulder and storm drainage exist
($500 per linear foot) and C) arterial streets where curb & gutter and storm drainage
exist ($400 per linear foot). The most common scenario in Kenmore is Scenario B
where shoulder and storm drainage exist ($500 per linear foot). Each linear foot
estimate includes a 50% contingency and 40% mark-up to cover administration costs
(15% design, 15% construction administration, 10% staff costs). Where more accurate
linear foot cost data was available, it was used. For instance, the 68" Avenue NE
Sidewalks Pre-design Study was completed in 2008 and provides linear foot costs
exceeding the planning level estimates. This was mostly attributable to the need to
build retaining walls along the alignment.

Sidewalk Program Funding

Policy T-7.1.5 establishes a variety of implementation strategies to complete the arterial
and local sidewalk system. One of these strategies is to aggressively pursue grant
funding for improvements. Given the City’s limited resources, Staff has developed the
City’s sidewalk program and short term 2013-2018 implementation plan around this
strategy. Projects that were included in the short term implementation list scored high in
the rankings matrix, but also would score high in staff's opinion on grant applications.

When reviewing the Sidewalk Matrix rankings, the bottom line cost to construct sidewalk
on arterial streets on one side of the road only is $36 Million dollars. If these projects
were addressed in a 20 year time frame, the City would need to allocate almost $2
Million in sidewalk investment per year. Currently the City has been setting aside a little
more than $100,000 per year for sidewalks. Staff recommends continuing this strategy
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and use the money as grant matching funds for sidewalk projects to leverage the City’s
return on investment. Generally the program would strive to build one sidewalk project
a year where the City’s contribution would be less than $100,000 (roughly 30%). With
this strategy and successful grant applications, the City could complete roughly $6.6M
in sidewalk projects over the next 20 years. Projects ranking high in the matrix but with
a high price tag (such as the 68™ Avenue NE Sidewalk segments) would be pursued
when enough match money has accumulated in the sidewalk program. Another option
would be to utilize reserves to provide match up front and allow the Sidewalk Program
funds to re-accumulate. This would result in a year (or possibly two) where no sidewalk
projects are built in the City.

Funding Sources
Federal, State and Local funding sources and their descriptions are provided in

Attachment D. Historically, the most viable grant funding sources have been the
WSDOT Pedestrian and Bicycle Program, WSDOT Safe Route to Schools,
Transportation Improvement Board Sidewalk Program, and King County Community
Development Block Grants. The Community Economic Revitalization Board (CERB)
grant was not included in the program because its funding is not sustained. CERB has
indicated that there is the possibility that they will release another call for projects in
2013. If this occurs, staff will submit another grant application for the NE 181" Street
sidewalk segment. For the short term sidewalk implementation plan, it was assumed
that the City would provide 25% in matching funds and 5% for upfront grant preparation
and staff costs.

Public Involvement

To date there has been no specific public meetings on the development of this sidewalk
plan. Several public open houses were held in past years voicing support for two of the
projects listed: T 27-4 West Side of 68th Ave/202nd ST from 198th ST to 66th Ave
and T-27-5 West Side of Arrowhead Drive from 64th Ave to 151st ST. Of the other
three projects listed, T 27-1 East Side of 68th Ave NE from 182nd to 185th ST has
been successfully funded with a TIB grant in 2012, T 27-2 North Side of 155th ST
from 84th to 86th Ave has a pending WSDOT Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety grant
submitted in 2012 (results to be revealed in 2013) and is a continuation of the NE 155th
ST sidewalk project constructed in 2002, and T 27-3 South Side of 181st ST from
68th to 73rd Ave is a continuation of the NE 181st ST sidewalk improvements
constructed in 2007 as part of the SR522 Phase 1 Stage 1 project. Future public input
opportunities will be available in the next budget biennium when the Sidewalk Program
is revisited.

Summary
Staff recommends a six-year project list horizon that matches the Capital Improvement

Program. As mentioned, Staff recommends re-visiting the list with Capital Improvement
18120 68" Ave NE - PO Box 82607 - Kenmore, WA 98028
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Program (CIP) updates. See Attachment E for six year planning horizon and
Attachment F for vicinity map of projects in years one through six.
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Attachment A
Sidewalk Priority Criteria

City of Kenmore, Washington
The improvement prioritization process ranks potential sidewalk projects based on the
Comprehensive Plan sidewalk priorities, T-7.1.1 and T-7.1.2, and other appropriate measures.
The criteria include pedestrian safety; connection to services and facilities; completion of links in
the system; connection to transit; proximity to a school and public support. Because the
Comprehensive Plan Policy T-7.1.1 requires sidewalks on Arterials to be the highest priority,
only arterial streets were prioritized. The six criteria are described below:

1. Pedestrian Safety Policy T-71.2.b.1
Description: Will the improvement increase pedestrian safety?

Does this improvement:
e Separate pedestrians from vehicular traffic, especially in high traffic
areas?
e Improve width of sidewalk and surface conditions?
e Address potential conflicts at street crossings?
Points: 3 =High concern for pedestrian safety along this route due to vehicle speeds and
walking conditions.
2 = Moderate concern for pedestrian safety along this route due to vehicle speeds
and walking conditions.
1 = Low concern for pedestrian safety.

2. Connectivity with Community Facilities and Commercial Centers Policy T - 7.1.2.b.1
Description: Does this route connect to community facilities or commercial centers?

Does this improvement:
e Provide direct access to facilities or services?

¢ Ensure that the route links to a safe direct access to facilities or services?
Points: 3 = Route provides access to frequently used community facilities and commercial

centers.

2 = Route provides access to moderately used community facilities and commercial
centers.

1 = Route provides access to infrequently used community facilities or commercial
centers.

3. Continuity — Link Policy T - 7.1.2.b.1
Description: Does this route complete gaps in the City’s walkway system?

Does this improvement:
e Complete important pedestrian routes?
e Make important destinations more accessible to users?
e Ultimately develop a web of walkways?
Points: 6 = Route links to sidewalk and is 350 feet or less in length.
4 = Route links to sidewalk and is between 350 feet and 650 feet in length.
2 = Route links to sidewalk is over 650 feet in length.

4. Connectivity to transit routes and facilities Policy T —7.1.2.b.2

Description: Is this route also a route for transit or provide access to transit?



Points: 3 = Route is on a public transit route with transit stops.
2 = Route is within 650 feet from a public transit route with transit stops.
1 = Route provides access to public transit where sidewalks do not exist on adjacent
pedestrian routes (beyond 650 feet from a public transit route).

Proximity to Schools
Description: Is this route within a mile of a public school?

Does this improvement:
e Provide access to a public school?
e Provide a safe route for schoolchildren to and from school?
¢ Serve elementary schools?
Points: 6 = Route is a designated elementary school route.
4 = Route is commonly used by walking students.
2 = Route is within a half mile of school.

. Public Support

Description: Does the public support the development of this route?
Points: 3 = Route has been supported by a petition filed with a large number of signatures
from abutting and nearby property owners and the general public.
2 = Route has been the subject of a number of citizen comments at public meetings.
1 = Route has been the subject of some concern at public meetings.
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Attachment C

City of Kenmore Sidewalk Program

Engineer's Estimate of Probable Construction Costs

With 50% | with 40% | Walkwa
UNIT{ UNIT PRICE | QUANTITY COST Contingenct Admin Unit 005yt
cenario A - Construct 6.5 vide sidewalk, curb, gutter an
storm drainage on one side (where only shoulders exist).
1 Mobilization (10%) LS $5,400 1.00] $5,400
2 Surveying (5%) LS $2,700 1.00 $2,700
3 Curb and Gutter LF $24 200.00 $4,800
4 Sidewalk PCC SF $7 1,300.00 $9,100
5 4" Asphalt/5” ATB (4' Wide Patch) SF $9 800.00 $7,200
6 Sawcut Pavement LF $5 200.00 $1.000
7 Pavement Removal SF $5 800.00 $4,000
8  Stormfilter Catch Basin Type 1 (Media Filter) w/Maint (2/200 LF) EA $3,500 2,00 $7,000
9 12" Conc. SD inclu. excavation, placement and backfitl LF $70 150.00 $10,500
10 ADA Ramps EA $1,800! 2.00 $3,600
11 Clearing & Grubbing LS $2,000 1.00 $2,000
12 Street Trees (1 every 40 feet @ $500 EA) EA $500 4.00 $2,000
13 Irrigation System LS $2,500 1.00 $2,500
14 Temporary Erosion & Sediment Control LS $500 1.00 $500
15 Traffic Control (2 flaggers for 8 HR @ $60/HR} LS $1,000 1.00 $1,000
$63,300 $94,950f  $132,930 $700]
|Scenario B - Construct 6.5-foot wide sidewalk, curb and gutter
on one side (where shoulder and storm drainage exist).
1 Mobilization (10%) LS $3,600 1.00] $3,600
2 Surveying (5%) LS $1,800 1.00 $1,800
3 Curb and Gutter LF $24 200.00 $4,800
4  Sidewalk PCC SF $7 1,300.00 $9,100
5 4" Asphalt5" ATB (4' Wide Patch) SF $9) 800.00 $7.200
6  Sawcut Pavement LF $5 200.00 $1,000
7 Pavement Removal SF $5 800.00 $4,000
8 ADA Ramps EA $1,800 2.00 $3,600
9 Clearing & Grubbing LS $2,000 1.00 $2,000
10 Street Trees (1 every 40 feet @ $500 EA) EA $500 4.00] $2,000
11 Irrigation System LS $2,500 1.00 $2,500
12 Temporary Erosion & Sediment Control LS $500 1.00 $500
13 Traffic Control (2 flaggers for 8 HR @ $60/HR) LS $1,000 1.00] $1,000
$43,100 $64,650]  $90,510{ $500
Scenario C - Construct 6.5-foot wide sidewalk on one side
(where curb, gutters and storm drainage exist).
1 Mobilization {10%) LS $2,600 1.00 $2,600
2 Surveying (5%) LS $1,300 1.00 $1,300
3  Sidewalk PCC SF $7 1,300.00 $9,100
4 4" Asphalt/S" ATB (4' wide Patch) SF $9] 400.00 $3,600
5 Sawcut Pavement LF $5 200.00 $1,000
6 Pavement Removal SF $5 400.00 $2,000
7 ADA Ramps EA $1,800 2.00 $3,600
8 Clearing & Grubbing LS $2,000 1.00 $2,000
9  Street Trees (1 every 40 feet @ $500 EA) EA $500 4.00 $2,000
10 Imgation System LS $2,500 1.00 $2,500
11 Temporary Erosion & Sediment Control LS $500 1.00 $500
12  Traffic Control (2 flaggers for 8 HR @ $60/HR) LS $1,000 1.00 $1,000
$31,200 $46,800 $65,520 $400}

Note: The above scenarios do not account for the additional 1.5' sidewalk width, utiiity undergrounding, and pedestrian illumination that would be

required in the City's Downtown.



Attachment D

Table 1. Funding Sources

G RO O
o E : 0
: = O ; O O = e
o T )
b = Z
FEDERAL FUNDING
Surface Puget Sound 20% Flexible funding that may be used http://www.wsdot.wa.
Transportation Regional Council by states and localities for projects gov/localprograms/Pro
Program (STP) {PSRC) MRIRIR to preserve and improve the gramMgmt/STP.htm
transportation system consistent
with regional priorities.
Federal Highway WSDOT - City 10% The goal of the program is to reduce | Traffic Services Branch
Safety Improvement Safety Program NI fatal and serious injury collisions. Manager, Susan Bowe,
Program (HSIP) PE, 360-705-7380,
BoweS@wsdot.wa.gov
Railway-Highway WSDOT -~ City 10% These funds are designated for Traffic Services Branch
Crossing Safety Program depending on J vl v improvements to highway-rail grade | Manager, Susan Bowe,
Program (RHC) project crossings to eliminate safety PE, 360-705-7380,
: hazards. BoweS@wsdot.wa.gov
Safe Routes to School | WSDOT 0% required, Enable and encourage children to http://www.wsdot.wa.
match walk and bicycle to school. Funding | gov/LocalPrograms/Saf
preferred RIRY from this program is for projects eRoutes/funding.htm
within two-miles of primary and
middle schools.
Community HUD N/A Primarily for community http://www.hud.gov/of
Development Block N revitalization, may be used to fund fices/cpd/communityde
Grants streetscape improvements. velopment/programs/i
ndex.cfm
Transportation, FHWA 20% Provides federal funding for transit- | http://www.fhwa.dot.g
Community, and oriented development, traffic ov/tesp/
System Preservation calming and other projects that http://www.fhwa.dot.g
Program (TCSP) Jly improve the efficiency of the ov/discretionary/tcsp20
transportation system, reduce the 12info.htm
impact on the environment, and
provide efficient access to jobs,
services, and trade centers.
Federal Lands Federal Highway 11% Eligible projects must appear in Contact Washington
Highway Funds Administration State Transportation Improvement Division, Federal
MR EY Y Program. Highway Administration
http://www.fhwa.dot.g
ov/wadiv/
STATE FUNDING
Pedestrian and WSDOT 0% required, Grants to support pedestrian and Kathleen Davis, H&L
Bicycle Safety match bicycle safety projects such as Director, 360-705-7871
Program preferred R shared-use paths, sidewalks, safe htt/://www.wsdot.wa.g
routes to school and transit. Invited | ov/bike/Funding.htm
agencies only.
Transportation TiB 20% Grant funding generated by http://www.tib.wa.gov/
Improvement Board statewide gas tax. State grant grants/urban/SP.cfm
(TI18) Sidewalk, Urban R funding for arterials, sidewalks, and
Arterials and Urban safety measures.
Corridors Program
LOCAL FUNDING
Real Estate Excise Tax King County N/A REET funding can be used for limited | http://www.kingcount
(REET) types of transportation projects. y.gov/business/Foreca
VW sting/Forecasts/REET,
aspx




LOCAL FUNDING {CONTINUED)

Transportation Benefit | City of Kenmore N/A In 2012, the City Council created a http://www.kenmore
District (TBD) TBD and the TBD approved a $20 wa.gov/Page.aspx?cid
vehicle registration fee within the =3045
Kenmore City Limits to pay for
transportation improvements.
Projects include annual street
repaving and the installation of
sidewalks, ramps, and pedestrian
crossings within the City of Kenmore.
Developer Delay of City of Kenmore N/A Developers may be directed by the
Street Improvement City to enter into a delay of street
Agreements or Fee-in- improvement agreement or pay a fee
Lieu Sidewalk in lieu of constructing frontage
Contributions improvements if site conditions
warrant or if a future City project is
planned in the area.
Traffic Impact Fees City of Kenmore N/A Traffic impact fees may be used to http://www.kenmore

fund projects in the City’s
Comprehensive Plan Transportation
Element.

wa.gov/Page.aspx?cid
=1146




cLoz/oelL L

Arewiwing £z 1ueld uonejuswaldw YIEMBPIS JEBA XIS-0¢- | 1-ZL0ZWYHOOHd TYNIS \WeiBold juswecidw) Yemepis ZGL0VS

"§)800 uoneysIwpe yyeis pue uoneredaid jueis juolydn o,¢ pue spuny Suryorew ¢,¢z sunsse sjoafoid yjemapls o) suonnquIuod A1)

LSS‘16T°T$ 000°001$ 000°0S+$ 000°709$ 0ST'EPES 006°0¥v$ LOY'ESES Suipuny 3d3foaq [ejo,
0SZsHe 0SZ'Ere sfueID) yoolg Juswudo(aas Arunuo)) Ajuno)) Sury painoasun)
000°0S€ 000°0S€ S[00YdS 01 53IN0Y e LOASM PIINdasuf)
006°0¥€ 006°0¥€ wrer3old apoAorg pue ueLnsapad LOASM PAImoasuf)
000°%0S 000%0S €11/3121 paInoosup)
LSP'8LT LSY'8LIS HI1.1/2181S paindag

0S6vL9$ 000°001$ 000°001$ 000°001$ 000°001$ 000°001$ 0S6‘PLTS SYIeMIPIS SPISY 19§ - XB ], ISTOXH SJeISH [BY

:3urpunyg
S88%- STI‘66Z$ SIT‘STSS SI1°S9$ S9£°69$ SOPSIIS puy s,4ed X Je Rueeq puny Sujurewday

IP'T6T'TS 000°00+$ 000°9L9$ 000°b+1$ 00S‘LPES 000°L8Y$ Ir6'LETS §350) 3af01g [e30L

000°00S$ 000°00%$ 000°001$ LS ISTST 03 AV Uiy9 WOLY ALI(J PBIYMOLIY JO IPIS IS9M 6-LT-1

000°0ZLS 000°9LSS 000118 9AY 3199 01 LS WIZ61 WO LS PUZOT/PAY YI89 JO 3PIS 19M +-LT L

00S°LY¥ES 00S°LYES 9AY PIgL 01 Yag9 wIoL ]S ISIYT JO 3pIS Ynog ¢-/T 1

000°L8+$ 000°L8%$ SAY Y198 01 y3f,8 WOl LS YISST JO 3PIS YMON 2-LT L

TH6'LETS Tr6iLETS LS YIG]T 01 pugg81 woly N 2AY 389 Jo apISised [-LT L

s[ejo |, pasodoag pasodoag pasodoag pasodoixg pasodoxg posodoxg :

8107-€107 8107 L10T 9107 1 (114 10T €107 ; uondiidsaq 3aefoag

S8107-€107 SUVAA HHL HOA
AVIOO0Ud M'TVAIAIS LT L
NOLONIHSVA ‘TIONNI 40 ALID

H JUawyoeny



3 ST
" may b NE 205THST ¥
3 ST 204TH _%t o By 55 Nihaans '"% g
& 202ND PL olsr _ X/ |% : w
3 2ND ST e 200 w 5 E Kenmore JuniorMHi . T'27.4 E w W
NE 200 Lo+ o, NE 202ND ST 2 L 'NEznzun . < ; NE 203RD r_ \]
I -
199TH PL 2 b S & / /
g~ ° " 2 ® NE 2007 5T
NE 198TH PL 5 2 5l @ |neissmvst Al mx <
F zl & &) ; ———YANE [9sH sT ~
NE {97TH ST 3 el § = z 1 -2 3 w 4 (
2 NE188TH ST g 3 2& Swamp A H 1 & \.._\
T ’ NE 196TH ST z| |z, K zZ w g _
NE 185TH §' NE w W g | 3 \
f z L =y ! W v
NE84TH ST NE 194TH st ¥ - W E| Zneresmust [ Ed 0 - )
Nelrobrn z EYsamy o7 I "Ta . \
g Wl T2 Ngrthsho 2 o L 2 NE183RD S \
inwood Plark ¥ 3 Summit o s’ £ : L =
? 5| 2 Park ® (S £ i s 4 )
re Elementa 1 {
H neffsT eoTiTsT W 19157 y “\ | {
1é=< 31 el 2 teoomsr 2 3\ f_x [
Zf Z ™ J 1
sd e % 5\ o [T-27.1P & £ : N S
E AR & |2 1 2 2 E B & N H w \
s> o 5
S w w T-27.3 z
CoMl | = NE 185TH ST 2
\‘*‘\ LY 5 E IE 184TH S é o — NE 185TH S
s | 5 e 2/ 5 ne oo ST~ 10
g R g NE 182ND ST, b Rsr NE 183RD ST
5 NE1s1SPST )< fe WE 1821
o g 2 NE 181STST e 1y, B
e NE }80TH ST 3=
| — N
= L — T—— ‘YEBOTHELL = NE
—— T Qwens ion - N'Ea'—. = ‘:“Y \
S a m ark LEI T
f "‘ ll " "1| | | - : ‘Tﬂ
i W !- A -
2r oo : -"-llnﬁ - i e
" i R4 i - < ==, | Swarmp Creek Park ur? Gilman Trait Site i
= st y o Counf 5 :
O g Rhpdodendron \ o = y
| i Park S i _ 3 g, .
2 ingiowood 5 = Sammamish_River... ,§ R )
# Wetlands & T st e
: = 5 1 e ~
4 16} € 1,
! i y 5 \ w w 3 Lo
KAl g £ B\ ¢ 3 \
o / — < 2 2 2 |
« @ \\ H E £ % e 166THET i
) = X - NE 185TH 57, N ® ¥ | IJ & f
y w \ s )
\y:soﬂ" a3\ \ v [ . o '6; H | . e
[ S =] | 2 | N
<~ Ipglewood | . E [ 183RD 57 \
™ Goff & Countr}\ 3 | & )
Club "
e 159TH ST l -
w 158TH
: |
=§‘ £ 157TH §] | u NE 15811
§| NEpssHsT ke H
T & NE 156
o )
I NE1SSTHSE A ®| Ne 1ssTH ST

oarlands Rard
/7 S THaveENe
o 2y Hands Elemegtary N8 150TH R &)
- z
o NE 15§TH ST é
\‘1-.__,___ LN NE 148TH PL 3
147THPL — &
— 2
I 146TH PL
\ 145TH F—1
1]
A 4 24471 1 NE
e g 7
‘I §i 144TH ST
g
Saint Edward State P o
2 3 | \
3 \ \
G E & \ \ p:
SOy siarsTs | 3 - /
- L 1STST y S
) 3 | \ ) =
S ) i.
A : :
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